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ABSTRACT 

This study deals with the reverse transfer student 
population at Broward Coonunity College. In a previous study 211 
reverse transfer students out of a total population of 809 reverse 
transfer students were nailed a questionnaire which elicited 
responses in various areas, including deoographic infornation and 
previous academic record. 134 responses were received. As a followup 
to this study, student responses regarding their GPA at the original 
four-year college were compared to their GPA as shown on official 
transcripts, of the original group of 13U respondents, only 105 had 
transcripts on record, hence on the followup study, N=105. The &^an 
GPA indicated by student response was between 2.<l and 2.5. This was 
significantly higher than their actual mean GPA, which was between 
1.9 and 2.0. 42 of the respondents had correctly stated their GPA, 45 
had overstated it, while only six had understated their previous 
record. Subclassif ications of reverse transfer students were created 
to see if certain categories of student had more severe academic 
problems than others. These subclassifications included academic 
majors at four- year institutions, hours attempted at the four-year 
college, age, sex, and hours worked while attending the four-year 
college. No significant differences in previous academic success 
could be found between the various subclassifications. (AH) 
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FORWAIU) 



Thi.3 prnctictisi vas nodlfisd from the original propoaal^ Beeavae of ny 
vorkload, cha dalay in receiving the original data and a completa diaastar 
on uy original MRP in Septaaber^ many of the original saiaple had graduatad 
or left Srovard Cctsmunity College and were unavailable for an interview hj 
the tiae I cotxld actively pursue this atudy« The change is that the 
researcher did a more thorough comparison of the original saaple^s actual 
grada point average by selecting six major variables from the original 
questionnaire and dividing the responses to these specific variables 
into subclassiflcations of reverse transfer students* These subdassiflca^ 
tlons were analyzed using an analysis of variance technique to check for 
significant differences between the many different subclassiflcations* The 
questions to be answered were: 

1. What was the difference between the reverse transfer students 
stated ^grade point e^verage and his actxial grade point average? 

2, Are there subclassiflcations of reverse transfer students who 
responded to the questionnaire that have significantly different 
grade point averages? 

3« Was the original sample group of reverse transfer students represen--* 
tative of the total population of reverse transfer students enrolled 
term II, 1973-74? 
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INT!10DUCT10N 

This study is a follow up to the National Pracfcicua Taak Force* a 
study "The Raverae Transfer Student: The Four-Year College/Uaiveraity 
Student at Broward Coaounity College". A vide range of data was collected 
and submit ted to ^ova as part of a national project. The Broward Cbomunity 
College sample appeared aovcwhat different than anticipated by the researchers 
and what one aight expect froa the current literature. (Kuznik 1971» Kusnik 
Masey, and Anderson 1974) The researcher was very lateresetd la the 
students stated grade point averages and decided that the grade point 
average question would he an escellant variable with which to do sone 
further investigation. The questions that caae to nind w«re: 

1, Does BCC have a population of reverse transfer students atypical 
from some of the recent studies indicated in the literature? 

2. Was the original sample representative! of the population of reverse 
transfer students enrolled term II 1973-74? 

3, What is the difference, if any ^between the respondents stated grade 
point average and the students actual grade point average? 

4. Are there aubclassifications of reverse transfer students who 
responded to the questionnaire that have significantly different 
grade point averages? 

Finding the answers to these questions will provide the collage 
with a wuch clearer picture of their reverse transfer students and identify 
any subclasaifications of reverse transfer students that may have sevare 
grade point problems. This additional data should help the college better 
meet the needs of our itlnetant students. 
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BACXCROUND AND SIGNIFICANCE 

Broward Cosmuxiity College parcicipated in a National Practicun concern* 
ing the reverse transfer student during term li, 1973-74. A random sample 
o£ n > 211 from a total population of N » 809 was selected and nailed a 
fifty-two item questionnaire. The data requested included denographic infor- 
mation, student perceptions of their own academic preperation, of their 
degree of success academically, of services offered at the previous insti- 
tutions and Broward Community College and their educational objective at 
their previous institution, and now while attending Broward Community College. 
One hundred-thirtyfour students responded or 63. 5Z of the sample selected. 

In the sample returned ve found that the r^versei transfer student attend- 
ing term II 1973-74 appeared not to be in any grade point difficulty 
at their previous institution as suspected by the researcher* s and as 
Indicacad by the litarature. Tne sample mean grade point average was 
betiveeti a 2»4 and 2«5 on a 4.0 scale. Thia laean was calculated by tallying 
the number of responses within each ±tzm response* Each item response had 
a grade point average range and the student selected the item response 
xHthin his grade point average. Only 26Z of the saople Indicated they had 
less that a 2^0 grade point average at their previous four year institu- 
tion and only SZ of those indicated they had less than a 1*4 grade point 
average. Tnis was less than the national sample totals which had 292 
indicating they had less than a 2«0 and 9Z indicating they had less than 
a 1^4 grade point average* 

PROCEDURjBS rese;^rcher then went to the students official academic record and 

AMD 

RESULTS recorded the students ««tual grade point average either from his BCC trans-* 

script or the original four year institutions transcript* Of the 134 student* 

s 

o 
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onl7 105 srade point averagtia were available at the time o£ this study. Tae 
remaining students had failed to submit a transcript from the previous four 
yeai institution and are still obligated for this record by BCC. Several had 
wlthdrairti during the term and apparently felt no need to subnlt an official 
transcript. 

Below is the breakdow« of grade point averages stated on the questionnaire 
and the students actual grade point average. 

TABLE 1 

QUESTIOifi<AIS£ m - 123 . ACTUAL « IQg , 

No. per GPA Z of N CPA ITEM No. per GPA Z of » 



range 




RANGES 


NO. 


range 




11 


8.2 Z 


1.4 


(1) 


24 


22.8 Z 


25 


18.7 Z 


1.5-1.9 


(2) 


25 


23.8 Z 


31 


23.1 Z 


2.0-2.4 


(3) 


24 


22.8 Z 


27 


20.1 Z 


2.5-2.9 


(4) 


20 


19.0 Z 


23 


17.2 Z 


3.0-3.4 


(5) 


11 


10.4 Z 


10 


7.5 Z 


3.5-3.9 


(6) 


1 


0.9 Z 


1 


0,7 Z 


4.0 


0) 


0 


0.0 Z 



The mean for the stated grade point average on the questioonaira was 
3.4638 which would have the nean grade point average fall between 2,4^ and 
2.5. Using the same technique, the researcher placed the actual student grade 
point averages in the range where they fell on the questionnaire and then 
calculated the mean, which was 2.733. The reverse transfer students actual 



ERIC 



7 



4 



grade poiac averaga then by this tachnique fell aoo^where ber-reen 1.9 and 
2.0. la checking th-iir actual grade point average against their, stated 
grade point average (when a natch could be made) the researcher found that 
42 correctly stated their grade point -age* 45 had over stated their 
actual grade point average and 6 had un. c^tated their grade point average. 
Of the 45 who overstated their actual grade point average the researcher 
tabulated the over statsaients in incrsjaenta as follows: 
overstated by 0.1 to 0.4 - 21 

0.5 to 0.9 - 16 

1.0 to 1.4 - 5 

1,5 and above-3 
These findings will be disctissed later. 

To check on the validity of the original sample used in the national 
study, the rasearcher selected another random sample from the total population 
with an 90. The mean for grade point average as taken frtrn their official 

z 

records was 2.06 as compared to the mean actual grade point average of 2,02. 
Using an analysis o£ variance technique the researcher found the following 
in answer to the hypothesis: H^: - There is no significant difference 
in grade point average between the two random samples of reverse transfer 
students taken from the total population of RTS enrolled term II 1973-74. 



S 
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TA3L2 2 

2 groups df - 2-1 - 1 ^ ' .05 Th* critical rralue of 

within seta df « 195-2 - 193 P is 3.34. 





Nl 


^2 






185.81 _ 




2.02 


2.06 


N 


105 


90 



\ - 2.04 



SQUARES OF DEVIATIONS WITHIN SETS (X -X)^^ 



a - 


»1 
56.1106 


48.3I27 2 (X -1),^ - 104.4933 


DEVIAKONS of set fteAHS FaOH GBAHD MEiUl TdO 




, Nl 


»2 


<t 


-0.02 


0.02 


d^ 


0.0004 


0.0004 




0.0420 


0.0360 




2d2 - 


0.0008 




n2d2 - 


0.0780 




TOE TOTAL VARIANCE SUBDIVIDED INTO TWO COWONtNTS 


COMPONENTS 


df 


SUM OP SQUARES VARIANCE , 


B&TVEEH SZTS 


1 


0.0780 0.0780 


WITHIN SETS 


193 


104.4933 0.5414 


Thare is no 


F - 0.144 Th« hypotbeals is accepted, 
sigaificant difference in CPA between N^ and Nj. 
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Frsffl Che above analysis o£ varlanca the researcher was reassured that 
his original sample , vas indeed a representative saaple o£ the total 
popiilatioa o£ reverse transfer students enrolled term II 1973-74* 

With both groups Nj^ and ^2 ^ving a aean o£ 2.0 or better on their 
grade point average ttie researcher decided to look at subclaseif ientioas 
of students and their grade point averages to detexadne i£ certain 
catagories of reverse transfer students may have sisai£ieantX7 different 
averages fron each othnr and^alao if certain eatagories of students have 
nore severe acadeaic problass than others. 

The subdassification variables selected were: 

1. acadeaic major at four-year institution 

2. hours attssDted at four>year institution 

3. age 

4. sex 

5. length of time between attending four-year institution 

6. hours worked ^ile attending four-year institution 

Using tha Analysis of Variance nechnique the researcher divided 
each speci fic questions response on the questionnaire related to the 
above variables into item number groups. Each item number within the 
specllic question was identified as a special group. A mean was calculated 
for each special group and using a 1 X analysis of variance, F ration 
were calculated co dataraine if there was a significant difference between 
means of the special groups. The desired level of significance in all sis 
analysis was at the .03 level. 

The tables and the results follow. 

o no 
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1. Academic aajor ac four-year inatitution. H^: Tnare is no 

significant difference in actual grade point average between the 
najor fields of the reverse transfer studi»nt3 la original saaule Nj^. 

TABLE 3 

9 groups df « 9-1 * 3 =\ « .05 The critical value of 

within sets df • 98-9 - 89 F is 2.05 

THE OBSEaVATIOKS (X) 





1 


2 


»- 


4 


5 


6 


7 8 


a 


MAJOR 


EDU. 


SS/BL 


BU.AD 


SI/E6 


AGRX. 


LASf 


BLIH AI/EH 


OTHER 




19.91 


12.46 


48.50 


22.63 


2.60' 


7.38 


44.0 20.25 


17.22 

• 


h 


1.81 


1.78 


1.94 


1.62 


1.30 


2.46 


2.20 2.25 


2.46 - 1.989 




11 


7 


25 


14 


2 


3 


20 9 


7 






SQUAHES OF 


DEVIATIOMS WITHEI SETS (X - X)«^ 




H.UOR # 


1 


2 


3 


4 


5 


6 


7 8 


9 




4.209A 


5.9140 


12.9214 


7.0430 0.0313 


0.8779 


3,19 9.8543 


2.0704 










a <x - 


- 46.U22 







DEVIATIONS OF SET MEAHS FKOM GRAND MEAN (d) 



MAJOR if 


1 


2 3 


4 5 


6 


7 8 


9 


d 


-0.17 


-0.20 -0.04 


-0.36 -0.68 


0.48 


0.22 0,27 


0.48 


d2 


0.0289 


0.0400 O.OOIS 


0.1296 0.4624 


0.2304 


0.0484 0.0729 


0.2304 


nd2 


0.3179 


0.2300 0.04 


1.8144 0.9248 


0.69U 


0.9680 0.6561 


1.6128 








Sd^ - 1.2446 














n2d2 - 7.3052 






0 



TH2 TOTAL VARIANCE SUBDIVIDED INTO TWO COl^ONEMTS 



COMPOHEJITS df SUM OF SQUARES VARIANCE 

BEBTEEN SETS 8 
'.fLTHlM S2TS 89 



1.2446 
7.3052 



0.1555 
0.0820 



F - 1.39 The hypothesis is accepted. There is no significant 
(j-'tffsreoce in actual grade point average be ween najors of the RTS in sample Nj^. 
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2. Hours actsmpted at four year iastitucion. H^t Ihera is no 

sisnif icant dif f erance in grade point averasjaa betveen students who 
attamptad differaat nuasbers o£ hours at a four year institutioa. 

TABLS 4 

8 s*o^?a df - 8-1 - 7 .05 The critical value of 

withia sfcts df - 99-3 - 91 F is 2.12 



THE OBSERVATIONS (X) 



1 

HRS. AIT. 9or< 


2 

10-19 


3 

20-29 


4 

30-39 


5 

40-49 


6 

50-59 


7 

60-69 


8 

70 or> 


•SX 30.97 


31.31 


41.46 


52.91 


17.42 


12.12 


4.76 


12.22 


1 2.21 

3 


1.84 


1.88 


2.30 


2.17 


2.02 


1.53 


2.12 Xt - 2,05 


N 14 


17 


22 


23 


8 


6 


3 


6 



SQUARES OF DE7IATIQMS WITHDt SETS (X - X)^ 

HSS. ATT 1234 5 6 7 8 

(X-S).2 11.90 6.766 10.2102 11.1475 3.5438 5.5348 0.05:^0 2.2376 

8 

« (X - X)s^ - 51.3929 



DEVIATIONS OF SET MEAJtS FROH G^T) MEAN (d) 



HRS. ATT 


1 


2 


3 


4 


5 


6 


7 


8 


d 


0.16 


-0.21 


-0.17 


0.25 


0.12 


-0.03 


-0.47 


0.07 


d2 


0.0256 


0.0441 


0.0289 


0.0625 


0.0144 


0.0009 


0.2209 


0.0049 


nd^ 


0.3534 


0.7497 


0.6358 


1.4375 
. *d2 


0.1152 
- 0.4022 


0.0054 


0.6627 


0.0294 



n2d^ - 3.9376 



THE TOTAL VARIANC2 SUBDIVIDED INTO TTW COMPONEMTS 



COMPONENTS df SU^l OF SQUARES VARIANCE 

BSr-^SEN SST3 7 3.9876 0.5696 

WITHIN SETS 91 51.3929 0.5647 



F » l.OCa The hypothesis is accepted. There is no significant 
difference in grade point average becveen students who atteopced different number o£ 
ErJc^"^ ac a ^our-year institution. ^ 
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3. Asa. H : Thara is no significant difference ia grade point averages 
batveen different age groups of reverse transfer students. 



8 groups 


df - 8-1 


TA3L2 5 

» 7 «»<. - .05 The 


critical valufe of 




vithia seta df - 99-8 - 91 F is 2.12 










THE OBSERVATIONS 


(2) 






ACS 


1 
18 


2 3 4 5 
19-20 21-24 25-29 30-34 


6 

35-39 


7 

40-49 


8 

50 or 




4.8 


27.95 56.93 29.28 32.41 


20.74 


26.00 


3.96 




2.4 


2.15 1.96 1.72 2.02 


2.07 




1.98 2. 




2 


13 29 17 16 


10 


10 


2 


















SQUARES OF DEVIATIONS ^^ITHEM SETS (X - 






AGE # 


1 


2 3 4 5 


6 


7 


8 


(X - X)/ 
s 


0.2701 


5.6734 14.8038 10,0779 4.4271 


7.9264 


7.6466 








5 (X - X)3^ * 51.3759 






















DEVIATIONS OP SET MEANS FIIOM GRAND MEAN 


(d) 




AGS * 


1 


2 3 4 5 


6 


7 


8 


d 


0.35 


0.10 -0.09 -0.33 -0.03 


0.02 


0.61 


-0.07 




0.1225 


0.0100 0.0081 0.1089 0.0009 


0.0004 


0.3721 


0.0049 


ud2 


0.2450 


0.1300 0.2349 1.8513 0.0144 


0.0040 


3.7210 


0.0098 



£d2 - 0.6278 
nSd^ - 6.2104 



COMPONENTS 



BETWEEN SETS 
WITHIN SETS 



TdZ TOTAL VARIANC E SlB DrVIDED INTO T^O COMPONENTS 
df 



SUM OF SQUARES 



VAJIIANCS 



7 
91 



6.2104 
51.3759 



0.8872 
0.5645 



F - 1.5716 The hypothesis is accepted. There is no significant 
difference in s*ade point averages ber^esn different age grotips of reverse transfer 
students. 

^3 
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A. 


Sa:c. H : 
bacweeS 


Thsra is no sigaificaaC diffareace in grade point averages 
mala and famale reverse transfer sCudvnwS. 


2 groups 


df - 2-1 


TA3LE 6 

» 1 «»N » ,05 The critical value of 


wlthia sats df =» 102-2 » iOO F is ,,.84 






THE OBSERVATIONS (X) 


SEX 


MALE 


FEMALE 




80.51 


120.23 


\ 


1.82 


2.07 X - 1.96 

• 




44 


58 


SQUARES OP DEVIATIOMS WITHEJ SETS (X - xT? 


SEX 


MALE 


FEMALE 


(X - 2)32 


22.2319 


31.2738 

-Z (X - X)jj2 « 53.5057 


DEVIATIONS OF SET PEAKS FROM GRANT) MEAN (d) 


SEX 


MALE 


FEMALE 


d 


-0.14 


0.11 




0.0196 


o.om 




0.8824 


0.7018 

* 

^d^ » 0.0317 
xird^ - 1.5642 



THE TOTAL VARIANCE SPBDIVIDEI) INTO TWO COMPONENTS 

COMPONENTS df SUM OF SQUAilES VARIANCE 



BETWEEN SETS 1 1.5642 1.5642 

WITHIH SETS 100 53.5057 0.5350 



F » 2.86 Tne hypothesis is acceoted. There Is no significant 
difference in grade point averages between male and fetsale reverse transfer students. 
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5. Langch ox tiae bacveen attandiag four-year iascitution and Broward Conmmtiity 
Coli3s;fl. H : There is no signifieanC difrarance in grade point averages 
bacveen groups of reverse tranafar students with different tiata iatar^ala 
bacveea attandiag the four-year institution and Brovard Comnmnity College. 



8 groups df - 8-1 - 7 
witUia sets df « 100-8 - 92 



TABLE 7 

- .05 The critical value of 
F is 2.12 



TIME 


1 


2 3 4 5 
4-6 mo. 7-9 ao. 10-12 mo 13-15 oo 


6 

16-18 mo 


7 8 
19-21 ino 21 mo. 


or mors 




24.1 


28.4 13.6 1.9 8.8 


8.5 


4.1 m.4 






2.41 


2.18 1.94 0.95 2.2 


2.12 


2.05 


1.92 


2^ - 2,00 


N 


10 


13 7 2 4 


4 


2 


58 






















SQUARES OP DEVIATIONS WITHIN 


SETS (X • 








TIHE 

EIT2RVAL 


1 


2 3 4 5 


6 


7 


8 






3,2100 


6.4400 3.2200 4.01 1.6600 0.61 
•2 (X -X)3^ - 52.3200 


0.13 


33.04 






















DEVIATIONS OF SET MEANS FROM GRAND MEAN 


(d) 






TIMS 

UlTERVAL 


1 


2 3 4 5 


6 


7 


8 




d 


0.41 


0.18 -0.06 -1.05 0.20 


0.12 


0.05 


-0,08 






0.1631 


0.0324 0.0036 1.1025 0.04 


0.0144* 


0.0025 


0.0064 




nd^ 


1.6810 


0,4212 0.0252 2.2050 0.1600 


0.0576 


0.0050 


0.3712 





£d^ 
xxSd^ 



1.3699 
4.9262 



TO2 TOTAL VARIANCE SUBDIVIDED INTO T^O COMPONENTS 



COMPONENTS 



df 



SL'M 0? SQUARES 



VARIANCE 



3EWESN SETS 
VrmTS SETS 



7 
92 



4.9262 
52.3200 



0.7037 
0.5686 



F - 1.23 Tna hypothesis is accepted. There is no significant 
difference in grade point averages betveett groups of reverse transfer students vlth 
different tine iater/als betveen attending the four-year institution and Broward 
Cocmuaity College. 
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6. Hours worked whiia attaadiag four-year institution. H^: There is no 
sisnificaat diffaranca in grade point averages beCveen reverse transfer 
student srouas that worked different hours while attending the four-year 
institution. 



9 groups df » 9-1 » 8 
within seta df - 101-9 - 92 



TA3L2 8 

» ,05 The critical valua of 
F is 2.03 



THE OBSERVATIONS (X) 



ESS. 


none 


1-5 6-10 11-15 16-20 


21-25 


26-30 


31-35 


j5 


WKD. 


1 


2 3 4 5 


6 


7 


8 


9 




109.10 


U.7 5.6 6.8 6.3 


8.9 


1.6 


12.7 


41.2 

ft 


^s 


2.02 


1.95 1.86 2.26 1.05 


2.22 


1.6 


2.54 


2.16 




54 


6 3 3 6 


4 


1 


5 


19 














Xt - 2.00 






SQUARES OF DEVIATIONS WITHIN SETS (X 








HRS. 










8 




WKD. 


1 


2 3 4 5 


6 


7 


9 


(X- 


X)s^ 28.75 


1.79 0.14 0.56 7.95 


2.21 


0.16 


2.4 


8.64 




(X - X)s^ - 52.61 











DEVIATIONS OF SET M£A>tS FROM MEAN (d) 



HHS. 








1 


2 


d 


0.02 


-0.05 
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-0.95 


0.22 


-0.40 


0.54 
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0.4864 
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THE TOTAL 


VAiOANCE SUaDlVIDED INTO TWO COMPONENTS 


CC>f?OMENTS 


df 


SUM OF SQUASSS 


VARIANCE 


BSTVES:! SETS 
WITHIN SETS 


8 

92 


8.01 .2 
52.6100 


1.0014 
0.5718 



F - 1.75 The hypothesis is accepted. There is no sigaif leant 
difference in grade point averages bewen reverse transfer student ^groups that worked 
different hours while attending the four-year institution. 



^6 



On the six specific variables selected to deteraiae if there vera 
specific subdaasificationa of reverse tranafar students that may hav« a mora 
severe academic problem than othera^ in all easea the F ratio was not 
great enouis}i to be significant. Thasa aiz variables caused students to b« 
classified in many different subclasaif icationa and yet no significant 
dif ferances were found. 

From this analysis the researcher concludes that tha revarsa tranafar 
student population enrolled tena II 1973-7A was a very similar group and 
within subgroups in tarma of grade point averages^ despite their vide range 
of differences in background and demographic data. 

The students actual grade point averages were lower than their stated 
grade point average. The researcher found of 105 he researched and 
documented from the sample of 134, that some 46. 6Z had leas than a 2.0 
compared to Inly 26. 9Z when they gave their grade point averages on the 
questionnaire. The largest discrepancy is when one looks at the 1.4 
actual grade point average interval, llie actual grade point average 
placed 22. 8Z of the reverse transfer students in this catagory as 
compared to only 8.2Z when they stated their grade point average on the 
questionnaire. The only value the researcher fonds from this descriptive 
comparison is that one must be cautious about generalizing about student 
stated grade point averages on a questionnaire, if for no other fact that, 
for whatever reasona in this questionnaire there were 51 of 105 or 48. 5Z 
who stated an incorrect grade point average. 
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Finding the neaaa of the educational major grade point averages not 
to be significantly different was a surprise to the researcher. Collages 
within universities have varied grade point averages within the same 
institution^ vhy not when you aerge 105 reverse transfer students together 
from institutions all over the country? Maybe the rftverse transfer student group 
attending the coanaunity college term II 1973-74 represents a real cross- 
sectioh of many colleges and universities and has a siailar distribution 
in kinds of stadents for each of the subclassifications used for this study. 
This would seem probable^ but not likaly as we have students coning from all 
over the country and not just from a few institutions where you might 
be able to depend on the same kinds of reverse transfer students coning 
term after term. 

Although this study didn't answer the question of '*Wh7 the students 
left the four-year institution", the researcher feels that the study has 
dealt xrLth a far taore relevant issue in trying to identify any specific 
subclassifications of reverse transfer students that were enrolled term II 
1973-74 that may have greater need for help than others in terms of 
identifying specific grade point differences between subclaasification 
groups. In our urban multi-campus community collage we seem to have 
reverse transfer students that are socially, economically and educationally 
advantaged people^ who when looked at in many different ways don*t appear 
to have any subclassifications within the group that are ::,ignif icantly 
different from other subgroups. 
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RECOMMENDATIONS 

!♦ A replication of tha original survey with a follow-up coxnpariaoti 
of subclaasif ications within the total sample in terms of grade 
point average during term II of next year may give us a good 
indication ox bow our reverse transfer students are tracking. 
Will they be the saaie or wiJ.1 there be new trends because of 
the current economic sittiation and because of the enrollment 
crunch at the universities possibly forcing conminity collages 
to put up barriers to transfer students in a desperate effort 
to cope with their native students? What will this mean to 
our reverse transfer student population? 

2« The results of this study will be published through the news 
letter from our institutional research department for the 
edification of all faculty^ guidance and counseling staff and 
administrators » 

Through a better understanding of our total student pop««latioQ 
the better equipped we are to make decisions'* for change within 
the institution* This data coupled with the National F^acticum 
has brought the current phenomenon '"the reverse transfer student" 
at Broward Community College out from under the cloud and stigma 
of being dasaifiad by oaay as "a uaiveraity student who couldn't 
make it ac the Big U", and into view as a student who is socially, 
economically and educationally advantaged, vho is seeking his 
educational goals at another institution from his original choice 
that apparently meets his needs at this tiae. 
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